REMARKS 

In view of the above amendments and the following remarks, reconsideration of the rejections 
contained in the Office Action of May 12, 2003 is respectfully requested. 

In order to make necessary editorial corrections, the entire specification and abstract have 
been reviewed and revised. As the revisions are quite extensive, the amendments to the specification 
and abstract have been incorporated imo the attached substitute specification and abstract. No new 
matter has been added by the revisions. Emry of the substitute specification is thus respectfiilly 
requested. 

The drawings have now been amended so as to make minor formal corrections. In particular. 
Figure 1 has been modified in order to separately label each of the separate views shown in Figure 
1. In this regard, the Examiner's attention is directed to the revised formal Figure 1 submitted 
herewith, which includes the changes discussed above. Since the changes in Figure 1 are directed 
only to matters of form, it is submitted that new formal Figure 1 does not include any new matter. 
Therefore, the Examiner is respectfully requested to enter new formal Figure 1. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-4 as being anticipated by Japanese reference 7-164728 
(the JP 728 reference), and has withdrawn claims 5-7 as being directed to a non-elected invention 
However, original claims 1-7 have now been cancelled and replaced with new claims 8-19 as 
indicated above. The set of new claims includes claims 8-10 and 15 which correspond to original 
elected claims 1-4. respectively, and all of the new claims read on the elected invention. For the 
reasons discussed below, it is respectfully submitted that new claims 8-19 are clearly patentable over 
the prior art of record. 

New independent claim 8 is directed to a method of manufacturing a key top, including 
forming metalizing layer on a transfer substrate, and forming a first transparent printed layer in a 
pattern on the metalizing layer. The first transparent printed layer is resistam to etching, and the 
metalizing layer is etched so as to remove a portion of the metalizing layer not masked by the first 
transparent printed layer. Thus, a transfer layer, including the etched metalizing layer and the first 
transparent printed layer, is formed. After the etching of the metalizing layer, the transfer substrate 
IS placed on a plastic key top body so as to transfer the transfer layer omo the key top body. 


me.hodof.,^ufi«,ur,„g.,ey,oM„p,„ieu,ar,asexp,.„edo„page4,paragraph8,„f^^^ 
specfica^on, because .he ™«a,i.„g Uyer is e.ched «,e Wer substrate is placed o„ ,he 
Pl...,c key .op body, and because .Ke flrs. .ransparen. pri„.ed layer is resis.a„. .0 e.cW„g, .be firs, 
.ransparen, p™.ed Uyer acs as a masking layer during .be e,cbi„g of .be .cal^ng layer As a 
re«.l., .he me.alizi,« layer car, be accurately a™, quickly e.cbed wi.bou. .he addi.io™, s.eps of 
fon™„ga„dsubse,ue„«yre„,o™g,,p„,,,„^„^,,^^,„„,^^___^^^__^^^^^^ 

*e proce^ of .anufacuring .he key .op bec„n,es ex.remely quick and more efficien. 

'''' - «^ec.ed ,0 n,e.hod of n,anufac.„ring a plastic molding article 

nclu,ngfo™ngaconcealme„.,ayer2onabaseshee.I,formi„ga,ayer4„„.heconceal™en.,^^^ 
2. and .ben fomung translucent coloring laye„ 3 . and 32 on the layer 4. However, a, explained in 
paragraphs .4 and ,9 of the English translation, and illustrated in Figure, 5 and 6 of the 728 
reference the etching of the concent layer 2 (and. presumably, the layer 4) is perfonned af,er 
.ansfer layer ,s placed on a pla.ic molding article 7. Therefore, the JP 728 reference does not 
Asclose or suggest placing the transfer substrate on a plastic key top body aM 
n^Unn, U^. as recited in claim 8. Accordingly, it is respec.a.lly submitted tba. .he ^ 728 
re ere^ce does no. disclose or sugges. .be invemion reci.ed in new independen. claim 8. and i. is 

subm.t.ed.ba..depende„.claimSa„dtbeclaimstba.dependtbere.omareclearlypa.en.^^^^ 
the pnor art of record. 

Tl>e Examinees a..ention is also directed to the subject maner reci.ed in seve^l of .he 
depending claims, which toher distinguishes .he presen. invention from the prior a„ of record In 
panicular new depe^len. claim 9 reci.es .ba. a second .ransparen. prinred layer is forced on a 
urfi.ce Of .be .ransfer subs.ra.e, and ti,a. .be me..i.ing layer is fo^ed on a surface of.be second 
.anspa^n. pnn.ed layer, while .be flrs. .ransparen. printed layer is ti,en fonned in a pattern on the 
^etal,.„g lay.^ ,„ contrast, .he JP 728 reference discloses that the layer 4, which may be a metal 
laye^ ,s fo^ed on the coW.e„r layer 2. As explained in paragraph ,9 of the ;P 728 reference 

En^,sh«a„sla.ion,.beconcea,me„.layer2comprisesamaurialsucbascarbonblackand,.herefore 
■s no, .ransparem and does no. correspond .0 the second .ransparen. pri„.ed layer. T1,us i. is' 
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sub,™>,ed U,a. .he 728 reference disclose or .ggse. .he for™«„„ of a «rs. .ransparen. 

pnmed layer, a me.ali.hg layer, and a second .ranspa^n. prin.ed layer as reci.ed in new dependen. 

claim 9. 

In addition, .he IP 728 reference discloses laser-e.ching of .he concealn,en, layer bu, does 
not disclose or sugges. .ha, .he e.chi„g is perfom^ „si„g an cching solu.ion as reched in ^ 

dependent claims 13 and 17. 

In view of .he above an,endmen.s and remarks, i, is s.bmi„ed .ha. the presen, applica.ion is 

no„,nconditio„forallowance.However,if.heExaminer should haveanycommen.sorsugges.ions 

.ohelpspeedti,eprosecu,ion„f«.isapplicatioMheExami„erisre<,ues,ed.ocon.ac..heApp,ican.. 
undersigned representative. 
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